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Viewpoints
Gazing into the anthosphere:
considering how microbes
influence floral evolution
Summary
The flower is the hallmark of angiosperms and its evolution is key to
their diversification. As knowledge of ecological interactions
between flowers and their microbial communities (the anthosphere)
expands, it becomes increasingly important to consider the evolutionary impacts of these associations and their potential ecoevolutionary dynamics. In this Viewpoint we synthesize current
knowledge of the anthosphere within a multilevel selection framework and illustrate the potential for the extended floral phenotype
(the phenotype expressed from the genes of the plant and its
associated flower microbes) to evolve. We argue that flower
microbes are an important, but understudied, axis of variation that
shape floral trait evolution and angiosperm reproductive ecology.
We highlight knowledge gaps and discuss approaches that are
critical for gaining a deeper understanding of the role microbes play
in mediating plant reproduction, ecology, and evolution.

Introduction
Flowers function for sexual reproduction and seed and fruit
development, and it is acknowledged that their interactions with
pollinators and seed dispersers lead to the diversification of
angiosperms (Magall
on et al., 2018). As a complex, nutrient-rich
structure, the flower is also a unique environment for microbial
communities: it consists of multiple niches differing in morphology, chemical composition and longevity. The function of these
niches changes over the course of the flower’s life (Junker et al.,
2011; Aleklett et al., 2014; Wei & Ashman, 2018).
Microbial communities of the flower (anthosphere) are distinct
from those of the leaf (phyllosphere), root (rhizosphere), soil, and
pollinator, although all may share many members (Junker et al.,
2011; Allard et al., 2018; Wei & Ashman, 2018; Rebolleda-Gomez
& Ashman, 2019). Floral microbes (bacteria and fungi) can be
transferred horizontally among flowers by pollinators (Russell
et al., 2019), wind or rain, or vertically between plant and seed
(reviewed in Nelson, 2017). Floral microbes can be endophytic or
epiphytic. Endophytic microbes reside within floral tissues, such as
carpels and seeds, whereas epiphytic microbes, the primary focus of
this Viewpoint, are found in abundance (9 9 104 to 1.5 9 106
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microbial cells per flower; Russell & Ashman, 2019) on the surface
of all floral structures (petals, sepals, carpels, stamens), and within
nectar (up to 1 9 107 microbial cells per microliter of nectar; Rering
et al., 2018). These floral microbes may consume volatiles and
other exudates (mostly small sugars and amino acids), similar to
foliar bacteria (Mercier & Lindow, 2000; Pusey et al., 2008), as well
as floral waxes (Lachance et al., 2001). Bacteria and yeast that
inhabit nectar feed on sugars, amino acids and proteins therein
(Pozo et al., 2012; Vannette et al., 2013; Vannette & Fukami,
2016). Floral microbes (fungi, bacteria archaea, protists and
viruses) might range from mutualistic to pathogenic, in many cases
their effects on plant fitness are likely to depend on the ecological
context. Studies in flowers, however, have focused primarily on
fungi and bacteria, and although dynamics of other microbes
(archaea, protists and viruses) remain largely unknown, work in the
phyllosphere suggests that these dynamics might also be important
to understand ecology and evolution in the anthosphere (Koskella
et al., 2011).
While we are just beginning to gain a broad perspective on the
abundance and diversity of microbes within the anthosphere, some
patterns are starting to emerge. Studies looking at different plant
species have found some common bacterial groups (e.g. bacteria
from the genus Sphingomonas and Pseudomonas tend to be
abundant in flower samples; Wei & Ashman, 2018; RebolledaGomez & Ashman, 2019) and some species of nectar yeast are
common across systems and even different continents (e.g.
Metschnikowia reukaufii; Pozo et al., 2012; Herrera et al., 2014;
Dhami et al., 2018). However, there is also significant variation in
community composition across plant systems. For example, Junker
& Keller (2015) found that Enterobacteraceae dominated the
stamen and style samples of Metrosideros polymorpha, whereas
Rebolleda-Gomez & Ashman (2019) found that these organs are
dominated by other Proteobacteria (mostly ɑ-proteobacteria) in
Mimulus guttatus. Finer scale patterns are also emerging, such as
differences between sexes within populations (Tsuji & Fukami,
2018; Wei & Ashman, 2018), across floral organs within a flower
(Allard et al., 2018; Rebolleda-Gomez & Ashman, 2019), and
throughout the flower lifespan (Shade et al., 2013), suggesting
strong floral organ and trait-based filtering of microbial communities.
Despite uncovering these ecological patterns, we do not fully
understand how floral microbes affect plant fitness, and the limited
knowledge available stems exclusively from nectar microbes and
floral pathogens. Furthermore, if floral traits exert selection on
microbial communities, then these could feedback to affect the
evolution of floral traits, initiating an eco-evo feedback within the
anthosphere. In this viewpoint, we explore the potential effects of
microbes on floral evolution by integrating current knowledge of
the anthosphere and evidence from other plant–microbe interactions into an established evolutionary framework on multilevel
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selection (Wolf et al., 1999; Bijma & Wade, 2008; Hendry, 2016).
In doing so, we reveal exciting avenues for understanding floral
evolution and elucidate experimental approaches that will accelerate answering key questions regarding the anthosphere. Ultimately, we seek to understand how the evolution of floral traits
could feedback and shape ecological interactions between flower
and microbes.

Floral extended phenotype
Spatial and temporal patterns of variation in floral microbes suggest
that floral traits can affect the microenvironmental conditions and
resources available for microbes, and thus their establishment and
potential to evolve. Numerous floral traits might influence
microbial persistence and growth in the anthopshere, including
floral morphology (Herrera, 2005; Fig. 1a–d), petal pigments
(Gronquist et al., 2001; Koski & Ashman, 2015; Fig. 1e–g), petal
cell shape (Whitney et al., 2011; Esser et al., 2015; Fig. 1h), volatile
production (Boachon et al., 2019), and reward or secondary
metabolite chemistry (Thornburg et al., 2003; Huang et al., 2012),
and thus act as environmental ‘filters’ on floral microbial communities. Resource quality of organs within flowers can also change
over time thereby affecting the probability of establishment, growth
and survival of different microbes. Resource quality traits, such as
nectar and pollen quantity, petal color and volatile production, also
change as flowers age (e.g. Ashman & Schoen, 1994; Weiss, 1995;
Raguso & Weiss, 2015). Similarly, sexual and mating systems
influence plant allocation to many of these floral traits (Ashman
et al., 2005; Goodwillie et al., 2010) leading to pronounced
polymorphisms within taxa that can influence microbial populations and communities. For instance, diversity and composition of
microbes differs between male and female flowers (Wei & Ashman,
2018) and nectar (Tsuji & Fukami, 2018), which may be driven in
part by sex-differential allocation of resources to petals, pollen and
nectar.
The effects of floral traits on microbial survival and growth,
however, have rarely been tested outside of nectar composition (e.g.
Herrera et al., 2010; Pozo et al., 2012) or in taxa other than
pathogenic microbes (see Farkas et al., 2012; McArt et al., 2014
and references cited therein). Nevertheless, these studies show that
floral nectar traits can act as highly selective environments that favor
the establishment of a limited number of microbial taxa (Herrera
et al., 2010; Pozo et al., 2012; Dhami et al., 2018). Likewise,
temporal variation in floral trait expression can drive microbe
population dynamics, for instance the exudates of stigmatic
papillae of apple and pear flowers diminish as the flowers age,
and eventually cease to sustain the growth of the pathogen Erwinia
amylovora (Thompson & Gouk, 2003).
The presence of microbes in flowers can in turn contribute to
floral phenotype via microbe-expressed traits or microbial modification of plant trait expression. Nectar chemistry (e.g. amino
acids, sugars, pH) is changed by the presence of microbes (reviewed
in Parachnowitsch et al., 2018), and can differ depending on the
microbe (e.g. Rering et al., 2018; Russell & Ashman, 2019).
Microbes also produce volatile compounds that contribute to total
floral bouquet, and metabolically modify plant volatiles (Pe~
nuelas
Ó 2019 The Authors
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et al., 2014; Helletsgruber et al., 2017; Rering et al., 2018). Along
with chemical contributions to floral phenotype, microbes can
modify the visual characteristics of flowers directly (e.g. potentially
as a result of pigment production or fluorescence from bacterial
pyoverdine; Hendry et al., 2018) or indirectly (e.g. by inducing
changes in petal colors or their longevity; Engelhard, 1970;
Jennersten, 1988).
Finally, similar to numerous studies of leaves and roots (e.g.
Horton et al., 2014; Edwards et al., 2015), evidence is beginning to
accumulate that plant pheno(geno)type can affect floral microbial
communities (e.g. Allard et al., 2018; Steven et al., 2018; Wei &
Ashman, 2018), leading to the potential for covariance between
floral trait values and microbial taxa or functional traits. Viewed in
this way, one can see that nonrandom trait–microbe associations
have the potential to create an extended floral phenotype that is
subject to evolution.

Evolution of the extended floral phenotype: multilevel
selection models
Floral traits can be associated with functional or taxonomic aspects
of microbial communities, thus raising the possibility that the
extended floral phenotype (i.e. the resulting phenotype from
microbe–plant interactions; Fig. 2) evolves. For evolution of this
extended phenotype to occur, floral traits must covary with
microbial community composition (or function), this association
must be heritable and lead to differences in plant fitness. Multilevel
selection theory provides a framework for quantifying the joint
effect of plant and microbe on evolution by formalizing (1) the
contributions of floral microbes to floral phenotypes, (2) heritable
variation in flower–microbe associations, and (3) selection parameters that influence the rate and trajectory of floral trait evolution
(e.g. Goodnight et al., 1992; Wolf et al., 1999; Bijma & Wade,
2008). Contextual analysis designed to distinguish group-level (or
community-level) selection from individual-level selection (Goodnight et al., 1992) has been applied to interacting groups within
taxa and between taxa (Goodnight, 2011). In this context, we can
recognize individual-level selection acting only on the plant
(without its associated microbes) as separate from selection at the
group-level, that is, acting on the plant and its associated microbial
community – the extended phenotype.
Using contextual analysis, we can recognize the role microbes
play in floral evolution by decomposing the observed floral
phenotype into the direct effects of plant genotype and associative
effects of its floral microbial community (adapted from Bijma &
Wade, 2008). For example, the floral volatile profile of plant i (zi) is
the result of the volatile compounds produced by that plant’s
genotype (ZD,i; direct effects) and the volatile compounds
produced by plant i in the presence of a particular floral microbial
community j of plant i (Zji; associative effects; Fig. 2a). For
simplicity in this Viewpoint, we consider the effects of the whole
community, but acknowledge that the phenotypic contributions of
this microbial community (if they are additive) can be decomposed
into thePeffects of the sum of all of the N constituent microbes
(Zji ¼ N
n¼1 Zn;i ). In addition, if plant and microbe interact, then
the phenotype could also include components that can only result
New Phytologist (2019) 224: 1012–1020
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Fig. 1 Exemplar floral traits that could affect microbial community composition. (a–d) Different floral morphologies, as demonstrated by (a) Dudleya cymosa,
(b) Harlequin lupin (Lupinus stiversii), (c) a close up of petal trichomes of the yellow monkeyflower (Mimulus guttatus), and (d) a composite inflorescence of
(Helianthus tuberosus). (e–g) Pairs of images highlighting floral coloration patterns. Color polymorphism in (e) Solanum houstonii, (f) Portulaca oleracea, and
(g) human visual and UV image of the meadow buttercup Ranunculus acris. (h) Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images of petal epidermis cells (right,
Helianthus tuberosus; left, Verbesina alternifolia). In (h) it is possible to see epiphytic microbes (red arrows).
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Fig. 2 Multilevel selection framework for understanding evolution of the anthosphere. (a) Floral phenotype of plant i (Zij) is the result of traits produced by plant
genotype i (Di; direct effects) and those produced by plant i with a particular microbial community j (Sj; associative effects) including interactions between
microbe and plant (hatched bar). (b) The phenotype of the plant i (Zij) can further be decomposed to account for heritable direct genetic effects (AD,i) and
environmental direct effects (ED,i) produced by plant genotype i (top), as well as the heritable associative (AS,j) and environmental associative effects (ES,i)
produced by plant i in response to its floral microbial community j. Pollinator preferences and the filtering effect of floral traits can reinforce nongenetic
associations. See ’Microbial heritability’ section for more detail. (c) The total selection gradient on a floral phenotype can be attributed to the selection (b1) via
the plant trait and selection (bj) via plant i’s microbial community j. Assuming additivity, community effects can be decomposed as the contributions of individual
microbes. See ’Microbes can affect floral fitness’ section.

from the interaction and that are not produced by either of the
partners alone (hatched bar, Fig 2a). For instance, when microbes
take up the plant’s compounds and release them in a modified
configuration.
New Phytologist (2019) 224: 1012–1020
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Microbial heritability
Microbial community heritability (or broad community heritability) can be defined as the association between microbial community
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components (e.g. the presence and absence of certain species) and
the plant genotype (sensu Johnson & Stinchcombe, 2007). Thus,
the plant extended phenotype can then be decomposed into
heritable and nonheritable components (Bijma & Wade, 2008).
For example, the observed floral volatile composition of plant i (zi)
is the result of heritable direct genetic effects (AD,i) and environmental direct effects (ED,i) on the volatile compounds produced by
plant genotype i, as well as the heritable associative (AS,ji) and
environmental associative effects (ES,i) on the volatile compounds
produced by plant i in response to its floral microbial community j
(Fig. 2b).
Heritability of microbial communities (i.e. the association of
plant genotypic variation and variation in microbial communities
across a generation) can come about through different mechanisms.
Some microbes will be transmitted vertically, some horizontally,
and some via a combination of both methods. Heritable associative
effects (AS,ji) can occur through vertical transmission of floral
microbes. Endophytic microbes can be vertically transmitted via
seeds or pollen (Compant et al., 2011; Nelson, 2017). Some
microbes inoculated in flowers, for example, can be transferred to
the next generation in the seed (Mitter et al., 2017). Similarly,
epiphytic microbes that attach to persistent floral tissues during
fruit development (e.g. styles or sepals) can be transported during
seed dispersal (reviewed in Nelson, 2017). However, this form of
transmission is less consistent over time (e.g. Afkhami & Rudgers,
2008; Barret et al., 2016). Reliability of transmission will affect the
impact of microbes on floral evolution.
Overall, selection on floral traits through microbial effects on
plant fitness will be more efficient if the whole microbial
community and its interactors are transmitted together (i.e. high
levels of ‘community heritability’; Goodnight, 2011). Of course,
whole microbiomes are unlikely to be transferred entirely together.
Nevertheless, evolution of floral traits can still occur as long as floral
traits can reliably select for and/or against those microbial traits that
have strong fitness consequences, preserving an association between
plant genetic variation and the extended phenotype resulting from
these microbial interactions.
In the anthosphere, dispersal and interaction of microbes across
flowers can enhance associations between flowers and microbial
communities. These associations can increase the broad community heritability (through co-dispersal of different species) thereby
increasing the efficiency of group selection on microbe and floral
evolution (Goodnight, 2011). Vertical transmission of microbes is
further augmented by the generation of ‘community-level’
heritability that results from spatial associations between plant
genotypes and microbial strains. Finally, multi-generational associations between flowers and microbes can result from flowers
functioning as environmental filters that select for certain microbial
species, or, at least, microbial functions with strong fitness
consequences (Fig 2b).
Environmental associative effects (ES,ji) could be consistent
across plant generations, leading to repeatable assembly of floral
microbial communities (Fig. 2b). And while these associative
effects do not evolve, they can shape the adaptive landscape of the
plant. Associations between microbes and their hosts can be
maintained and regulated through sanctions, resource allocation,
Ó 2019 The Authors
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and other mechanisms of host control (e.g. Schluter & Foster,
2012). Plants could increase the repeatability of specific microbes
associating with flowers via selective allocation and sanctioning
mechanisms that regulate nonbeneficial vs beneficial strains, as in
roots and leaves (e.g. Afkhami & Rudgers, 2008; Sachs et al., 2010),
or by favoring strains with strong priority effects (i.e. arriving early
and altering the environment for later arriving microbes; Toju
et al., 2018). For example, apple flowers select for bacteria that
antagonistically interact with other strains, thereby excluding the
latter (Steven et al., 2018). These priority effects can persist over
time, ultimately shaping the entire microbial community (Toju
et al., 2018). And while we often think of priority effects as
increasing contingency, strong filtering that favors initial colonization by a few key microbial species may have downstream effects
that structure floral microbial communities, and potentially
increase community-level associations. As long as floral traits are
heritable, and the association between these traits and the microbial
community is stable over time (with similar microbial communities, or at least similar functions and fitness effects maintained
through generations), then we can expect the evolution of floral
traits in response to their associated microbiomes.

Microbes can affect floral fitness
Floral microbes have the potential to mediate the relationship
between floral traits and plant fitness directly by affecting reproduction and indirectly through altering floral interactions with
other organisms (Huang et al., 2012; Vannette et al., 2013;
Egamberdieva et al., 2017). We can quantify these effects by
partitioning plant fitness (wij) (i.e. the fitness of plant i associated
with microbial community j) into selection gradients estimated by
individual (b1) and associative (b2) components (Fig. 2c; Bijma &
Wade, 2008).
Microbes might directly impact plant fitness through altering
plant reproduction. As discussed previously, microbes can produce
various phytohormones (e.g. auxin, cytokinins, gibberellin,
antheridiogens) that are known to affect plant growth and
development (Egamberdieva et al., 2017; Olanrewaju et al., 2017;
Park et al., 2017; Ganger et al., 2019). One of the best examples of
microbial direct effects on plant fitness is the complete sterilization
of anthers of Silene flowers by the anther smut fungus
(Microbotryum; Biere & Antonovics, 1996). Floral microbes can
also directly affect fitness by inhibiting germination of pollen
(Eisdcowitch et al., 1990). While little is known about the direct
effects of nonpathogenic microbes on plant fitness, microbes from
soil have been shown to affect fitness through inducing changes in
flowering time (Lau & Lennon, 2011; Wagner et al., 2014).
In addition, microbes can affect plant fitness indirectly by
modifying how flowers interact with other microbes or pollinators.
Microbes that occupy floral structures may impose physical barriers
to the establishment and proliferation of other microbial taxa, such
as pathogens (Olanrewaju et al., 2017). Furthermore, floral
microbes can alter the quality of floral cues and rewards (e.g.
nectar, floral volatiles), which are key components of pollinator
attraction and foraging behaviors. For example, nectar contaminated by yeast (and sometimes bacteria, see Junker et al., 2014) is
New Phytologist (2019) 224: 1012–1020
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frequently attractive to pollinators such as bees (e.g. Good et al.,
2014; Herrera et al., 2013), resulting in preferential visitation
(Schaeffer & Irwin, 2014) and even enhancement of components
of male fertility (Schaeffer & Irwin, 2014). Likewise, bees perceive
(Rering et al., 2018) and can learn floral microbial scents against a
floral background (Russell & Ashman, 2019), suggesting that
much like flower cues (Schiestl & Johnson, 2013), the presence of
microbial cues on flowers may enhance pollinator visitation and
facilitate pollen transfer.
Microbial effects on floral traits may be synergistic or antagonistic to the flower’s own cues, thereby altering selection gradient
parameters and shaping the relationship between floral traits and
plant fitness (Fig. 2c). Specifically, floral microbial communities
may strengthen or weaken a positive relationship between a floral
trait and plant fitness or change the direction of the selection
gradient entirely (Fig. 2c). For example, floral microbial cues might
mask floral cues that pollinators use to ascertain floral reward
presence, causing pollinators to make more visits to ensure they
acquire a floral reward. These indirect effects of floral microbes on
pollinator behavior would strengthen the relationship between
floral cues and plant fitness by enhancing pollen dispersal at a cost to
the pollinator. Although selection gradients on the extended floral
phenotype have yet to be estimated in any system, multilevel
selection models allow the role of floral microbial communities in
selection to be evaluated and contrasted with plant contributions,
similar to previous work highlighting the potential for soil microbes
to alter selection gradients in plants (e.g. Lau & Lennon, 2011;
Wagner et al., 2014).

pollinators. Flower scent, thus, seems a strong target for multilevel
selection.
Floral color
Similar to scent, flower coloration affects important aspects of the
microbial environment. Flower colors are produced by a combination of pigments and structural coloration, primarily due to cell
shape (Noda et al., 1994). Floral pigments can change the chemical
composition of the flower, often affecting volatile emissions (e.g.
Majetic et al., 2007) or the resource base for microbes. Whereas
structural coloration can affect the spatial structure of the flower
(Fig. 1h) by shaping the diffusion of nutrients, light scatter, and
wettability (Whitney et al., 2011). Together, chemical and structural colors affect the temperature inside the flower (Whitney et al.,
2011), as well as the intensity of UV radiation (Koski & Ashman,
2015). Microbes that can withstand these micro-environmental
conditions could, in turn, affect coloration of the extended floral
phenotype by their presence or via their effects on floral color
development (Engelhard, 1970; Cardenas Flores et al., 2007).
Flower color has been associated with vulnerability to pathogens
(Frey, 2004), and can mediate fitness through changes in pollinator
visitation (Weiss, 1995). As is the case with pollinator scent
preferences, pollinator color preferences are likely to affect not only
plant fitness, but also the degree of association between particular
floral genotypes and microbial community composition, suggesting that floral color could also be subject to multilevel selection.
Mating/sexual systems

Types of floral phenotypes that could be subject to
these dynamics and why
Here, we illustrate the potential effects of microbes on floral trait
evolution, using scent and color as exemplars. Then, we consider
how studies of key plant reproductive strategies (mating and sexual
system) may also benefit from the perspective developed earlier.
Floral scent
The complex mixtures of volatiles produced by flowers can affect
microbial community composition (Boachon et al., 2019). Floral
microbes can add scent compounds to flowers, and alter floral scent
emission by inducing, reducing and/or even catabolizing floral
chemistry (Pe~
nuelas et al., 2014; Helletsgruber et al., 2017; Burdon
et al., 2018, Cellini et al., 2019). Microbially-mediated changes to
key floral volatiles (e.g. linalool) potentially alter pollinator
behavior (Burdon et al., 2018; Cellini et al., 2019), and indeed
pollinators such as bees can perceive (Rering et al., 2018), respond
innately, and learn to prefer or avoid microbial scents on flowers
(Russell & Ashman, 2019). Pollinator preferences mediated by
floral cues are key drivers of plant fitness and floral evolution
(Schiestl & Johnson, 2013), thus epiphytic microbes that alter or
enhance floral scent may shape plant fitness (Helletsgruber et al.,
2017; Burdon et al., 2018; Russell & Ashman, 2019). These effects
could lead to strong associations between microbes and plant
phenotypes, which would enhance the effectiveness/fidelity of
New Phytologist (2019) 224: 1012–1020
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Mating and sexual systems of flowering plants could also be subject
to multilevel selection because they can impact flower–microbe
interactions, expression of extended phenotypes and selection.
Variation in floral allocation between sexual morphs, or among
selfing/outcrossing morphs, will create different habitats and
potentially varying filtering strength for microbes within populations. For instance, females of dioecious species often produce less
nectar and/or floral volatiles than males (Ashman, 2009), and thus
provide harsher, potentially more selective, floral environments
than males. Likewise, selfing morphs provide fewer and more
ephemeral resources for microbes than outcrossing ones (Goodwillie et al., 2010). Flower and leaf microbiomes of male and female
plants of dioecious species can differ strongly, suggesting a role for
sexually-dimorphic filtering (e.g. Wei & Ashman, 2018; Wu et al.,
2019), although much less is known about plants that vary in
mating system.
Morph-specific communities of microbes, or differential
responses to the same microbes, could produce divergent extended
phenotypes within populations. For instance, sex-specific responses
to pathogenic microbes have been observed, and these responses
can lead to changes in the sexual phenotype of the plant (e.g. anther
smut fungus induces partial sex change in Silene latifolia; Zemp
et al., 2015). Although not yet studied in angiosperms or in flowers,
a recent study found that soil bacteria can mediate sex changes in
fern gametophytes (Ganger et al., 2019), suggesting that microbes
possibly play a role in plant sex expression more broadly.
Ó 2019 The Authors
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Heritability of microbes may also vary with mating and sexual
system. For instance, in dioecious species only females produce
seeds, so heritability of microbes will only be relevant between
female flowers and fruits. There is covariation between the core
microbiome of flower and fruit/seeds in hermaphroditic species,
such as tomato and oil seed rape (Allard et al., 2018; Prado et al.,
2019). While no data is currently available for wild dioecious
species, overlap between flower and fruit microbiomes was similar
for male sterile and hermaphrodite oil seed rape plants (Prado et al.,
2019), suggesting a preeminence of the ovary microbiome to the
association. We might also predict higher heritability for floral
microbes in selfing species than outcrossing ones because reduced
interactions with pollinators could lead to a less variable and
possibly less complex community. Indeed, a recent study on oil seed
rape showed that seeds from autonomously pollinated flowers had
less variable microbial communities than insect pollinated flowers
(Prado et al., 2019). Likewise, in tomato, excluding pollinators
reduced variation in microbial communities among flowers and
fruits (Allard et al., 2018). More data is needed, particularly in
systems with natural variation in mating system, such as those with
cleistogamous and chasmogamous flowers, to fully test the idea that
selfers have higher heritability of floral microbiomes than
outcrossers.
Finally, microbial contributions to floral phenotype may be
under stronger selection via male rather than female fertility as
siring success is often limited by access to mates, whereas female
fertility is limited by resources provided pollen is not limiting (e.g.
Ashman & Morgan, 2004). Thus, sex-specific formulations of
selection decomposition (Fig. 2a–c), and those that consider the
shape of fitness gain curves (e.g. Charnov, 1979; Ashman &
Morgan, 2004) will be necessary to fully understand impacts of
microbes on sexual system evolution.

Future directions and approaches
As knowledge of ecological interactions between flowers and their
microbial communities expands, it becomes increasingly important to consider the evolutionary impacts of these associations as
well as their potential eco-evo dynamics. Through synthesizing
current knowledge of the anthosphere within a multilevel selection
framework, we illustrate the potential for the extended floral
phenotype to evolve and describe various pathways by which this
may occur. Yet, many gaps in knowledge remain and warrant
explicit investigation. Here we enumerate goals for future directions and valuable approaches to take.
Floral extended phenotype
 Extend our understanding of floral microbes beyond nectar, to
epiphytic microbial communities of other floral tissues.
 Evaluate effects of floral variation (e.g. volatile composition,
color) on microbial community composition, microbe population
sizes, and growth rates.
 Functionally characterize microbial communities and determine
whether these functions (e.g. volatile production) vary with floral
phenotype, sexual polymorphism, or plant taxonomic affinity.
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 Partition floral phenotype (e.g. volatile profile) into microbial
and plant components.

Selection on the extended floral phenotype
 Determine the general and specific effects of microbes on plant
fitness via their effects on pollinator visitation and subsequent
effects on pollen receipt and donation.
 Determine general and specific effects of microbes on postpollination processes, including pollen tube growth, seed fertilization, and maturation.

Microbial heritability
 Determine the rate of vertical transmission of epiphytic
microbes, as well as compositional overlap (covariance) between
flower, fruit, and seed microbial communities, and their consistency over time.
 Determine whether selective visitation by pollinators reinforces
floral microbial communities locally (or over time), thereby
creating environmental associative effects.
 Evaluate the contributions of pollinator preferences, learning,
and site fidelity to pollinator-mediated environmental associative
effects.
Controlled experiments that manipulate flower phenotypes,
microbial communities, and pollinator visitation hold immense
promise for answering fundamental questions concerning the
creation of extended floral phenotypes and their fitness consequences. For instance, applying synthetic communities of known
microbes to phenotypically variable flowers in the glasshouse will be
useful for evaluating how specific floral traits filter or shift microbial
communities. When paired with control plants, this approach can
also address fitness impacts of floral microbiota generally. By
contrast, application of single microbes will allow pinpointing of
specific fitness effects of microbial taxa on pollinator visitation (e.g.
Russell & Ashman, 2019) or pollen dispersal and seed production
(e.g. Schaeffer & Irwin, 2014). One can also leverage pollinator
behavior to elucidate patterns of microbe transfer (e.g. Russell et al.,
2019) and environmental associative effects by adding a common
pool of microbes to flowers and evaluating the correlation between
microbial community composition of flowers and fruits for plant
with and without pollinator visitation. Finally, selective passaging
experiments, such as those used in whole tomato plants (e.g.
Morella et al., 2019), will be powerful for elucidating microbial
evolution in response to floral phenotype.
In addition, a variety of mechanistic approaches will be useful for
future research on the anthosphere. In particular, functional assays,
metabolic and molecular analyses (e.g. Boachon et al., 2019), as
well as classical microbiology techniques (e.g. evaluating effects of
UV radiation on phyllosphere bacteria, Jacobs & Sundin, 2001)
will aid in understanding microbial responses to flower environments and microbial contributions to the extended phenotype.
Furthermore, quantitative genetic approaches to characterizing
plant variation (genome-wide association study (GWAS), quantitative trait locus (QTL)), such as those applied to the phyllosphere
and rhizosphere, will be useful for associating loci relevant to flower
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and fruit development with microbial taxa. For instance, the
GWAS of Arabidopsis thaliana accessions identified important loci
(relevant to trichomes and defensive hormones) associated with
dominant bacterial taxa in the phyllosphere, and uncovered high
heritability (46%) of these (Horton et al., 2014). Lastly, biochemical and reverse genetics of floral phenotype can reveal specific plant
traits that influence microbial populations. For instance, Boachon
et al. (2019) determined petal sesquiterpene production controlled
stigmatic bacterial populations. This approach could be used more
broadly to identify traits responsible for epiphytic filtering across
floral organs and floral and fruit traits that facilitate vertical
transmission. A full understanding of microbial effects on floral
evolution will ultimately be gained by applying a combination of
phenomenological and mechanistic approaches.

Conclusion: eco-evolutionary feedbacks in the
anthosphere
In this Viewpoint, we argued that microbes play an important role
in floral evolution and highlighted open questions and new
avenues of research. Rapid evolutionary change in floral traits and
plant reproduction can, in turn, affect the ecology and evolution
of microbes in the anthosphere, creating a feedback between
evolutionary change and ecological dynamics (Hendry, 2016).
Although we focused our attention on the evolution of plants in
response to their floral microbes, microbe–microbe interactions
can shape the ecology and evolution of microbes (Koskella et al.,
2011) and their interactions with flowers and pollinators. Finally,
the anthosphere is a quintessential microcosm of eco-evolutionary
dynamics because of the interplay of all these players (microbes,
plants, pollinators). Including these players may reveal complex
multi-player eco-evolutionary dynamics. For example, it is
reasonable to speculate that microbes will evolve to manipulate
pollinators for their dispersal, and if the movement of these
microbes is correlated with pollen deposition, then plant
genotypes favoring the growth of these microbes could increase
in frequency. Understanding the impact of microbes on plant
reproductive ecology represents a new and exciting frontier for
understanding angiosperm evolution.

Acknowledgements
University of Pittsburgh Dietrich School of Arts and Sciences
support to MRG and ALR, NSF GRFP1247842 to NJF and NSF
DEB1452386 to T-LA for logistical support. R. Hayes and M.
Koski for use of their photographs. The authors thank D. Bolnick,
R. Bonduriansky, A. A. Winn, C. Wood, M. Johnson, R. Junker,
and two anonymous reviewers for comments that improved the
manuscript.

Author contributions
MR-G and T-LA led discussions and designed the overall
framework. MR-G, T-LA and NJF wrote the manuscript with
input from ALR and NW. All authors contributed to discussions.

New Phytologist (2019) 224: 1012–1020
www.newphytologist.com

ORCID
Tia-Lynn Ashman https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9884-5954
Andrea M. Fetters https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8539-6811
Nicole J. Forrester https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5210-8801
Marıa Rebolleda-Gomez https://orcid.org/0000-0002-35924479
Avery L. Russell https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8036-2711
Jessica D. Stephens https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5281-2316
Na Wei https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7345-501X
Marıa Rebolleda-G
omez1,2* , Nicole J. Forrester1 ,
1
Avery L. Russell
, Na Wei1 , Andrea M. Fetters1 ,
Jessica D. Stephens1 and Tia-Lynn Ashman1*
1

Department of Biological Sciences, University of Pittsburgh,
Pittsburgh, PA 15260, USA;
2
Department of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology, Yale
University, New Haven, CT 06520, USA
(*Authors for correspondence: tel +1 612 875 2769; email
maria.rebolleda-gomez@yale.edu (MR-G); and tel +1 412 624 0984;
email tia1@pitt.edu (T-LA))

References
Afkhami ME, Rudgers JA. 2008. Symbiosis lost: imperfect vertical transmission of
fungal endophytes in grasses. American Naturalist 172: 405–416.
Aleklett K, Hart M, Shade A. 2014. The microbial ecology of flowers: an emerging
frontier in phyllosphere research. Botany-Botanique 92: 253–266.
Allard SM, Ottesen AR, Brown EW, Micallef SA. 2018. Insect exclusion limits
variation in bacterial microbiomes of tomato flowers and fruit. Journal of Applied
Microbiology 125: 1749–1760.
Ashman T-L. 2009. Sniffing out patterns of sexual dimorphism in floral scent.
Functional Ecology 23: 852–862.
Ashman T-L, Bradburn M, Cole DH, Blaney BH, Robert A. 2005. The scent of a
male: the role of floral volatiles in pollination of a gender dimorphic plant. Ecology
86: 2099–2105.
Ashman T-L, Morgan MT. 2004. Explaining phenotypic selection on plant
attractive characters: male function, gender balance or ecological context?
Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series B: Biological Sciences 271: 53–559.
Ashman T-L, Schoen DJ. 1994. How long should flowers live? Nature 371: 788–
791.
Barret M, Guimbaud J-F, Darrasse A, Jacques M-A. 2016. Plant microbiota affects
seed transmission of phytopathogenic microorganisms. Molecular Plant Pathology
17: 791–795.
Biere A, Antonovics J. 1996. Sex-specific costs of resistance to the fungal pathogen
Ustilagoviolacea (Microbotryum violaceum) in Silene alba. Evolution 50: 1098–
1110.
Bijma P, Wade MJ. 2008. The joint effects of kin, multilevel selection and indirect
genetic effects on response to genetic selection. Journal of Evolutionary Biology 21:
1175–1188.
Boachon B, Lynch JH, Ray S, Yuan J, Caldo KMP, Junker RR, Sharon AK,
Morgan JA, Dudareva N. 2019. Natural fumigation as a mechanism for volatile
transport between flower organs. Nature Chemical Biology 15: 538–588.
Burdon RCF, Junker RR, Scofield DG, Parachnowitsch AL. 2018. Bacteria
colonising Penstemon digitalis show volatile and tissue-specific responses to a
natural concentration range of the floral volatile linalool. Chemoecology 28: 11–19.
Ca rdenas Flores A, Estrada Luna AA, Olalde Portugal V. 2007. Yield and quality of
marigold flowers by inoculation with Bacillus subtilis and Glomus fasciculatum.
Journal of Sustainable Agriculture 31: 21–31.

Ó 2019 The Authors
New Phytologist Ó 2019 New Phytologist Trust

New
Phytologist
Cellini A, Giacomuzzi V, Donati I, Farneti B, Rodriguez-Estrada MT, Savioli
S, Angeli S, Spinelli F. 2019. Pathogen-induced changes in floral scent may
increase honeybee-mediated dispersal of Erwinia amylovora. ISME Journal 13:
847–859.
Charnov E. L. 1979. Simultaneous hermaphroditism and sexual selection.
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, USA 76: 2480–2484.
Compant S, Mitter B, Colli-Mull JG, Gangl H, Sessitsch A. 2011. Endophytes of
grapevine flowers, berries, and seeds: identification of cultivable bacteria,
comparison with other plant parts, and visualization of niches of colonization.
Microbial Ecology 62: 188–197.
Dhami MK, Hartwig T, Letten AD, Banf M, Fukami T. 2018. Genomic diversity
of a nectar yeast clusters into metabolically, but not geographically, distinct
lineages. Molecular Ecology 27: 2067–2076.
Edwards J, Johnson C, Santos-Medellın C, Lurie E, Podishetty NK, Bhatnagar S,
Eisen JA, Sundaresan V. 2015. Structure, variation, and assembly of the rootassociated microbiomes of rice. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
USA 112: E911–E920.
Egamberdieva D, Wirth SJ, Alqarawi AA, Abd-Allah EF, Hashem A. 2017.
Phytohormones and beneficial microbes: essential components for plants to
balance stress and fitness. Frontiers in Microbiology 8: 1–14.
Eisdcowitch D, Kevan PG, Lachance M-A. 1990. The nectar-inhabiting yeasts and
their effect on pollen germination in common milkweed, Asclepias syriaca L. Israel
Journal of Botany 39: 217–225.
Engelhard AW. 1970. Botrytis-like diseases of rose, chrysanthemum, carnation,
snapdragon and king aster caused by Alternaria and Helminthosporium.
Proceedings of the Florida State Horticultural Society 83: 455–457.
Esser DS, Leveau JHJ, Meyer KM, Wiegand K. 2015. Spatial scales of interactions
among bacteria and between bacteria and the leaf surface. FEMS Microbiology
Ecology 91: fiu034.
 Mihalik E, Dorgai L, Buban T. 2012. Floral traits affecting fire blight
Farkas A,
infection and management. Trees 26: 47–66.
Frey FM. 2004. Opposing natural selection from herbivores and pathogens may
maintain floral-color variation in Claytonia virginica (Portulacaceae). Evolution
58: 2426–2437.
Ganger MT, Hiles R, Hallowell H, Cooper L, McAllister N, Youngdahl D, Alfieri
J, Ewing SJ. 2019. A soil bacterium alters sex determination and rhizoid
development in gametophytes of the fern Ceratopteris richardii. AoB PLANTS 11:
plz012.
Good AP, Gauthier MPL, Vannette RL, Fukami T. 2014. Honey bees avoid nectar
colonized by three bacterial species, but not by a yeast species, isolated from the bee
gut. PLoS ONE 9: e86494.
Goodnight CJ. 2011. Evolution in metacommunities. Philosophical Transactions of
the Royal Society of London. Series B: Biological Sciences 366: 1401–1409.
Goodnight CJ, Schwartz JM, Stevens L. 1992. Contextual analysis of models of
group selection, soft selection, hard selection, and the evolution of altruism.
American Naturalist 140: 743–761.
Goodwillie C, Sargent RD, Eckert CG, Elle E, Geber MA, Johnston MO, Kalisz S,
Moeller DA, Ree RH, Vallejo-Marin M et al. 2010. Correlated evolution of
mating system and floral display traits in flowering plants and its implications for
the distribution of mating system variation. New Phytologist 185: 311–321.
Gronquist M, Bezzerides A, Attygalle A, Meinwald J, Eisner M, Eisner T. 2001.
Attractive and defensive functions of the ultraviolet pigments of a flower
(Hypericum calycinum). Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 98: 13745–
13750.
Helletsgruber C, D€
otterl S, Ruprecht U, Junker RR. 2017. Epiphytic bacteria alter
floral scent emissions. Journal of Chemical Ecology 43: 1073–1077.
Hendry AP. 2016. Eco-evolutionary dynamics. Princeton, NJ, USA: Princeton
University Press.
Hendry TA, Ligon RA, Besler KR, Fay RL, Smee MR. 2018. Visual detection and
avoidance of pathogenic bacteria by aphids. Current Biology 28: 3158–3164.e4.
Herrera CM. 2005. Post-floral perianth functionality: contribution of persistent
sepals to seed development in Helleborus foetidus (Ranunculaceae). American
Journal of Botany 92: 1486–1491.
Herrera CM, Canto A, Pozo MI, Bazaga P. 2010. Inhospitable sweetness: nectar
filtering of pollinator-borne inocula leads to impoverished, phylogenetically
clustered yeast communities. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series B,
Biological Sciences 277: 747–754.
Ó 2019 The Authors
New Phytologist Ó 2019 New Phytologist Trust

Viewpoints

Forum 1019

Herrera CM, Pozo MI, Medrano M. 2013. Yeasts in nectar of an early-blooming
herb: sought by bumble bees, detrimental to plant fecundity. Ecology 94: 273–
279.
Herrera CM, Pozo MI, Bazaga P. 2014. Nonrandom genotype distribution among
floral hosts contributes to local and regional genetic diversity in the nectar-living
yeast Metschnikowia reukaufii. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 87: 568–575.
Horton MW, Bodenhausen N, Beilsmith K, Meng D, Muegge BD, Subramanian
S, Vetter MM, Vilhjamsson Nordborg M, Gordon JI, Bergelson J. 2014.
Genome-wide association study of Arabidopsis thaliana leaf microbial
community. Nature Communications 5: 5320.
Huang M, Sanchez-Moreiras AM, Abel C, Sohrabi R, Lee S, Gershenzon J, Tholl
D. 2012. The major volatile organic compound emitted from Arabidopsis thaliana
flowers, the sesquiterpene (E )-b-caryophyllene, is a defense against a bacterial
pathogen. New Phytologist 193: 997–1008.
Jacobs JL, Sundin GW. 2001. Effect of solar UV-B radiation on a phyllosphere
bacterial community. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 67: 5488–5496.
Jennersten O. 1988. Insect dispersal of fungal disease: effects of Ustilago infection on
pollinator attraction in Viscaria vulgaris. Oikos 51: 163–170.
Johnson MTJ, Stinchcombe JR. 2007. An emerging synthesis between community
ecology and evolutionary biology. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 22: 250–257.
Junker RR, Keller A. 2015. Microhabitat heterogeneity across leaves and flower
organs promotes bacterial diversity. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 91: fiv097.
Junker RR, Loewel C, Gross R, D€otterl S, Keller A, Bl€
uthgen N. 2011.
Composition of epiphytic bacterial communities differs on petals and leaves.
Plant Biology 13: 918–924.
Junker RR, Romeike T, Keller A, Langen D. 2014. Density-dependent negative
responses by bumblebees to bacteria isolated from flowers. Apidologie 45: 467–
477.
Koskella B, Thompson JN, Preston GM, Buckling A. 2011. Local biotic
environment shapes the spatial scale of bacteriophage adaptation to bacteria.
American Naturalist 177: 440–4551.
Koski MH, Ashman TL. 2015. Floral pigmentation patterns provide an example of
Gloger’s rule in plants. Nature Plants 1: 14007.
Lachance M, Starmer WT, Rosa CA, Bowles JM, Barker JF, Janzen DH. 2001.
Biogeography of the yeasts of ephemeral flowers and their insects. FEMS Yeast
Research 1: 1–8.
Lau JA, Lennon JT. 2011. Evolutionary ecology of plant–microbe interactions: soil
microbial structure alters selection on plant traits. New Phytologist 192: 215–224.
Magallon S, Sa nchez-Reyes LL, Gomez-Acevedo SL. 2018. Thirty clues to the
exceptional diversification of flowering plants. Annals of Botany 3: 491–503.
McArt SH, Koch H, Irwin RE, Adler LS, Gurevitch J. 2014. Arranging the
bouquet of disease: floral traits and the transmission of plant and animal
pathogens. Ecology Letters 17: 624–636.
Majetic CJ, Raguso RA, Tonsor SJ, Ashman TL. 2007. Flower color-flower scent
associations in polymorphic Hesperis matronalis (Brassicaceae). Phytochemistry 68:
865–874.
Mercier J, Lindow SE. 2000. Role of leaf surface sugars in colonization of plants by
bacterial epiphytes. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 66: 369–374.
Mitter B, Pfaffenbichler N, Flavell R, Compant S, Antonielli L, Petric A,
Berninger T, Naveed M, Sheibani-Tezerj R, von Maltzahn G et al. 2017. A new
approach to modify plant microbiomes and traits by introducing beneficial
bacteria at flowering into progeny seeds. Frontiers in Microbiology 8: 11.
Morella NM, Weng FC-H, Joubert PM, Metcalf CJE, Lindow S, Koskella B. 2019.
Successive passaging of a plant-associated microbiome reveals robust habitat and
host genotype-dependent selection. bioRxiv: 627794.
Nelson EB. 2017. The seed microbiome: origins, interactions, and impacts. Plant
and Soil 422: 7–34.
Noda KI, Glover BJ, Linstead P, Martin C. 1994. Flower colour intensity depends
on specialized cell shape controlled by a Myb-related transcription factor. Nature
369: 661–664.
Olanrewaju OS, Glick BR, Babalola OO. 2017. Mechanisms of action of plant
growth promoting bacteria. World Journal of Microbiology and Biotechnology 33:
1–16.
Parachnowitsch AL, Manson JS, Sletvold N. 2018. Evolutionary ecology of nectar.
Annals of Botany 123: 247–261.
Park Y-G, Mun B-G, Kang S-M, Hussain A, Shahzad R, Seo C-W, Kim A-Y, Lee SU, Oh KY, Lee DY et al. 2017. Bacillus aryabhattai SRB02 tolerates oxidative and
New Phytologist (2019) 224: 1012–1020
www.newphytologist.com

1020 Forum

New
Phytologist

Viewpoints

nitrosative stress and promotes the growth of soybean by modulating the
production of phytohormones. PLoS ONE 12: e0173203.
Pe~
nuelas J, Farre-Armengol G, Llusia J, Gargallo-Garriga A, Rico L, Sardans J,
Terradas J, Filella I. 2014. Removal of floral microbiota reduces floral terpene
emissions. Scientific Reports 4: 6727.
Pozo MI, Lachance MA, Herrera CM. 2012. Nectar yeasts of two southern Spanish
plants: the roles of immigration and physiological traits in community assembly.
FEMS Microbiology Ecology 80: 281–293.
Prado A, Marolleau B, Vaissiere BE, Barret M, Torres-Cortes G. 2019. Insect
pollination is an ecological process involved in the assembly of the seed
microbiota. bioRxiv: 626895.
Pusey LP, Rudell DR, Curry EA, Mattheis JP. 2008. Characterization of stigma
exudates in aqueous extracts from apple and pear flowers. HortScience 43:
1471–1478.
Raguso RA, Weiss MR. 2015. Concerted changes in floral color and scent, and the
importance of spatio-temporal variation in floral volatiles. Journal of the Indian
Institute of Science 95: 69–92.
Rebolleda-Gomez M, Ashman T-L. 2019. Floral organs act as environmental filters
and interact with pollinators to structure the yellow monkeyflower (Mimulus
guttatus) floral microbiome. bioRxiv: 721647.
Rering CC, Beck JJ, Hall GW, McCartney MM, Vannette RL. 2018. Nectarinhabiting microorganisms influence nectar volatile composition and
attractiveness to a generalist pollinator. New Phytologist 220: 750–759.
Russell AL, Ashman T-L. 2019. Associative learning of flowers by generalist bumble
bees can be mediated by microbes on the petals. Behavioral Ecology 30: 746–755.
Russell AL, Rebolleda-G
omez M, Shaible TS, Ashman T-L. 2019. Movers and
shakers: bumble bee foraging behavior shapes the dispersal of microbes among and
within flowers. Ecosphere 10: e02714.
Sachs JL, Russell JE, Lii YE, Black KC, Lopez G, Patil AS. 2010. Host control over
infection and proliferation of a cheater symbiont. Journal of Evolutionary Biology
23: 1919–1927.
Schaeffer RN, Irwin RE. 2014. Yeasts in nectar enhance male fitness in a montane
perennial herb. Ecology 95: 1792–1798.
Schiestl FP, Johnson SD. 2013. Pollinator-mediated evolution of floral signals.
Trends in Ecology and Evolution 28: 307–315.
Schluter J, Foster KR. 2012. The evolution of mutualism in gut microbiota via host
epithelial selection. PLoS Biology 10: e1001424.
Shade A, McManus P, Handelsman J. 2013. Unexpected diversity during
community succession in the apple. mBio 4: e00602–e00612.
Steven B, Huntley RB, Zeng Q. 2018. The influence of flower anatomy and apple
cultivar on the apple flower phytobiome. Phytobiomes Journal 2: 171–179.
Thompson SV, Gouk SC. 2003. Influence of age of apple flowers on growth of
Erwinia amylovora and biological control agents. Plant Disease 87: 502–509.

Thornburg RW, Carter C, Powell A, Mittler R, Rizhsky L, Horner HT. 2003. A
major function of the tobacco floral nectary is defense against microbial attack.
Plant Systematics and Evolution 238: 211–218.
Toju H, Vannette RL, Gauthier MPL, Dhami MK, Fukami T. 2018. Priority
effects can persist across floral generations in nectar microbial metacommunities.
Oikos 127: 345–352.
Tsuji K, Fukami T. 2018. Community-wide consequences of sexual
dimorphism: evidence from nectar microbes in dioecious plants. Ecology 99:
2476–2484.
Vannette RL, Fukami T. 2016. Nectar microbes can reduce secondary metabolites
in nectar and alter effects on nectar consumption by pollinators. Ecology 97: 1410–
1419.
Vannette RL, Gauthier MPL, Fukami T. 2013. Nectar bacteria, but not yeast,
weaken a plant-pollinator mutualism. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London.
Series B, Biological Sciences 280: 20122601.
Wagner MR, Lundberg DS, Coleman-Derr D, Tringe SG, Dangl JL, MitchellOlds T. 2014. Natural soil microbes alter flowering phenology and the intensity
of selection on flowering time in a wild Arabidopsis relative. Ecology Letters 17:
717–726.
Wei N, Ashman T-L. 2018. The effects of host species and sexual dimorphism differ
among root, leaf and flower microbiomes of wild strawberries in situ. Scientific
Reports 8: 1–12.
Weiss MR. 1995. Floral color change: a widespread functional convergence.
American Journal of Botany 82: 167–185.
Whitney HM, Bennett KMV, Dorling M, Sandbach L, Prince D, Chittka L,
Glover BJ. 2011. Why do so many petals have conical epidermal cells? Annals of
Botany 108: 609–616.
Wolf JB, Brodie ED III, Moore AJ. 1999. Interacting phenotypes and the
evolutionary process. II. Selection resulting from social interactions. American
Naturalist 153: 254–266.
Wu N, Li Z, Wu F, Tang M. 2019. Microenvironment and microbial community in
the rhizosphere of dioecious Populus cathayana at Chaka Salt Lake. Journal of Soils
and Sediments 19: 2740–2751.
Zemp N, Tavares R, Widmer A. 2015. Fungal infection induces sex-specific
transcriptional changes and alters sexual dimorphism in the dioecious plant Silene
latifolia. PLoS Genetics 11: e1005536.
Key words: anthosphere, bacteria, floral evolution, microbiome, multilevel
selection, nectar yeast, pollinators, volatiles.
Received, 26 February 2019; accepted, 13 August 2019.

and Tansley insights.

26

www.newphytologist.com
np-centraloﬃce@lancaster.ac.uk

np-usaoﬃce@lancaster.ac.uk

www.newphytologist.com

New Phytologist (2019) 224: 1012–1020
www.newphytologist.com

Ó 2019 The Authors
New Phytologist Ó 2019 New Phytologist Trust

